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LONDON Gossip. } 

Two Cardinals—Gladstone and Wales— y 
A Rusiinesque Criticism. ac 


From our Special Correspondent.} 
Lonxpos, June 5, 1833. There are no two jas 
living Englishmen who can boast 2 wider fame C 
or a Ingher socsal distinction in this great », 
Protestant land than those two converte—or be 
perverts, as you will—to the Roman church, pe 


Cardinal Newman and Cardinal Manning. Yet, \- 
similar as thelr careers are in 2 ceriain sense, ; 
the men are utterly dissimilar. [should ike ine 
perfectly fraterra! spirit, think you? I doubt 1t - 
Cardinal Newman is at this moment fn Lon- 2a 
don, and he is staying with Lord Chief Justice 4e 
Coleridge, who so recently pronounced his cs 
sympathy with tne athelsts Foote and Ramsay, ne 
now sufferine in Holoway prison for their 6 
caricatures of sacred themes. The carnal ;, 
Js Known to be in favor of the affirmation bill, 54) 
and his friondsiip with Mr. Gladstone stil jit 
survives. to 
Cardinal Mamming regards with holy horror: 
Bradlaugh and all his works, and to him. the: 
abolition of-the parlinmentarr osth would bo‘ 
the beginning of the downfall of the Christian i 
realm of England. Who shall decide when {4 
doctors disagree? se 
itit, therefore, be truc thac Cardinal New- ja 
man studiously avolds the cardinal archbishop ATT 
ot Westmmister, and dots not even go near he 
the orators. of Brompton, with which bis 5° 
name tn the past was so intimately as-ociated, + 
but prefers the heretical cociety of Lord Cole- ye 
ridge, Mr. Gladstone and Dean Charch, surely ° 
there must be a Isck of mutual love and ¢s- { 
feem amoug the Dilerarcby of the one true , 
arch. ¢ 
It is well known that Gladstone's esteem for ‘t- 
Newman issimply nnbounded. Hissubtlecasuls- 9. 
try, Do less than his perfect literary style, must “a 
hate an overpowering effect on a statesman 3 
who, with certain English qualities—perhaps I 


Pyoblematical difficulties that make him more 
e an It2lian diplomatist of the middle ages 
than an English Jea<er of onr Ume. 


A CLASSIC “FREAK.” 


The Iscies, especially of Boston, may bo |: 
especially interested in the series of claesical }. 
dramatic performances at Lady Freake’s, Ren- 
slogton. This was given in the private theatre 
where Mrs. Lanztry first learned to fret ani {- 
strut her Iittle hour upon the stage. The 
“Story of Trov”’ was enacted, and on certain z 
evenmzs in Greek. Mr. Gladstone wes among *° 
the audience on the first ““Greck” night; ‘and ft 
the sweet, 2xsthetic vonths and maidens be- - 
ome Possessed with a sndden fear when they $ 

the stern features of the “Grand Old > 
Man” who nad Informe the hostess that he = 
“trasted due regard would ve pald to the £ 
quantities of the classic verse.” Mr. Giad- & 
stone expremsed himself, on the whole, as well he 


pleasea. Not so the Prince of Wates, who put § 


aD appearance at one of thcearly reh 
but never cameagaln, giving as his reason that é 
the “Kensington belles” were not good looking ¢ 
enough. With Kit Mariowe, he might have } 
exclaimed—only In derision: f 

~Is this the face that wrecked a thousant ships 
And burned the topmost towers of Iicmr” 

On ithe following evening the performance 
was in Enzlish, and among the audience I 
noticed Drowning and Ruskin. Oscar Wilde, 
too, was there with bis locks pruned. He says 
that the statuc of Nero, with iis cropped bair, 
devernuned him tosacrifce the xstbetlc re- |: 
dandancy of his wavy curis, because it was 
“the statue of the wickedest men, modelled by 
the greatest sculptor.” Poor Oscar! He may 
be weak, but ke 13 not wicked, and it Is too 
bad of bim to cast ridicate on a realiy stupend- 
ous raffian by such peurile imitation. | 








MR. BUSEIN 


1s lecturicg this afternoon in Mra. Bishoo’s 
drawing-room, 2°so at Kensington, before a 
Very select audience. His subject Is “Fran- 
cesca’e Bovk,” but one can never tell by the 
Utle what he means to discourse on I was 
mauch scrack by Easkin’s recent criticism of 
Alcea Tadema, which the artists In the Heb 
may like to hear. I cin trutbfall> say that it 
expresses my own Opinion of the trce value of 
this fasbionabie painerexacily: ‘‘Trere {3 a |? 
universal tendency in all his Sznres to lol ing +, 
attitaces of fear or lziness. * * Not thal 3; 
Alma Tacema Is personsi‘y to blame; he oniza 
reflects the disSzurement Bna Alagrece of the® 
ee centary, wits ae Vast voriex of reroute 
jonary raze asainst pricsfhoca aad fzat-~ 
hood, and aul clse that resiete the license off 
tTaaakin’.” In esring that I agree with thisé 
cxiticism of Alma Tadems, I do not mean thas® 
I accept the Euskinesque cisiike for the Init 
century audits ways. Of the ceatories it mapT 
be traits said that “distance lends enchantmen® 
to the view,” but I cartainiy think that certaiz® 
6% the avis—palnilsg being one—b= co means@ 
ative adeguate expression to ibe higher aspicas- 
tions 2G emoticens of the nobler men anc’ 
wormen of our time, and that, therefore, on, 
pictoric! art is Isfericr to that of the “ok 
masters,” wLetner the; ve liaitan or Fiemish, 








cuaaniniiay dt eliats <dena'amn dae oe denen, 





